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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Remarks/Arguments filed 1 1/28/2005. 

2. Claims 1-13, 15-20, and 22-25 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 7, 12, 
and 19 are independent. Claims 1, 3, 7, 10, 12 and 19 have been amended. Claims 14 
and 21 have been canceled. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 22 and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: they are 
dependent on a canceled claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 7, 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
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was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claims 1 , and 7 recite pseudo 
language characters graphically recognizable as both the first language and a second 
language having second language characters different from the first language 
characters, and claims 12 and 19 recite the pseudo character graphically recognizable 
as both the first language and a first language character and a second language 
character different from the first language characters. In a previous response dated, 
7/12/2005, the applicant indicated four instances where support for the amendment was 
disclosed, however the examiner was unable to find support within those instances or 
anywhere else in the specification for the above amendment. Further, the examiner 
agrees the specification teaches pseudo language characters being graphically 
recognizable as English characters and the pseudo language characters. However, the 
specification does not disclose the pseudo language characters are graphically 
recognizable as a second language different from the first language, the second 
language characters not being the pseudo language. The applicant argues that element 
18 of figure 1, teaches a pseudo language graphically characters recognizable as both 
a first language (English) and a second language having second language characters 
different from the first language characters. Element 1 8, does not show the characters 
are also graphically recognizable as foreign language characters, such as Chinese 
Characters, as the applicant argues on page 9, lines 10-12 of Remarks/Arguments. 
The characters displayed in element 18 are only graphically recognizable as English 
characters, and pseudo language characters. Therefore the pseudo language 
characters are not recognizable as first language characters (English) and second 



Application/Control Number: 09/737,456 
Art Unit: 2654 



Page 4 



language characters different from the first, and not being the pseudo language, as 
argued by the applicant. 



Response to Amendment 



5. The amendment filed 1 1/28/2005. is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: ...since the 
pseudo language characters 18 as shown in the figure are also graphically recognizable 
as Chinese characters. The pseudo language characters indicated by element 18 in 
figure 1 are recognizable as having English language characters. However, the pseudo 
language is not recognizable as being recognizable as Chinese characters. Element 18 
does not depict the pseudo language being graphically recognizable as both a first 
language characters (English) and a second language characters (Chinese) different 
from the first language. The only second language characters found in Element 18 are 
pseudo language characters. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



Response to Arguments 
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6. As to claims 1, 7, 12, and 19, applicant's arguments filed 11/28/2005 
(Remarks/Arguments, page 9) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
The applicants argue that U.S. Patent (6,185,729) do not teach the generation of 
pseudo language characters recognizable in both a first language having first language 
characters and a second language having second language characters different from 
the first language characters as amended in the claims, however, the examiner found 
the amendment to be new matter, as it was not disclosed within the specification, 
finding arguments pertaining to such an amendment to be not persuasive. 

7. As to claims 2 and 8, applicant's arguments (Remarks/Arguments, page 10) have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues that U.S. 
Patent 729 does not teach pseudo language characters that re graphically similar to 
first language characters. However, the examiner argues U.S. Patent 729 teaches 
creating a pseudo language by mapping single-byte U.S. ASCII characters to a modified 
U.S. ASCII characters set accommodating multi-byte characters. Where these 
characters are used for ready identification of errors, based on visual distinction. Where 
the visual distinction is font, color or character spacing. Such distinction would allow the 
pseudo language characters to be graphically recognizable as the first language 
characters (col. 8, lines 1-15). 

8. As to claims 3, applicant's arguments (Remarks/Arguments, page 10) have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues that the reference 
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U.S. Patent 729 does not teach translating the first language characters into a pseudo 
language. However, U.S. Patent 729 teaches mapping a single byte language to it a 
created multibyte locale (col. 5, lines 60-64). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-13, 15-20, and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Watanabe et al. (6,185,729). 

As to claims 1 and 7, Watanabe et al. teach: 

An input device for generating first language character data wherein each 
language character is represented by a single byte (a keyboard available as an input 
device, input being a single byte language col. 9, lines 8-9, and col. 7, lines 46); 

software for generating pseudo language character data in response to receiving 
said first language character data from said input device, wherein each pseudo 
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language character is represented by a plurality of bytes, the pseudo language 
character data is graphically recognizable as both a first language having language 
characters and a second language having second language characters different from 
the first language characters (for the input data, creating a multi byte locale for a single 
byte language, (col. 8, lines 5-6), recognizable as both being the first language and the 
multi byte pseudo language characters, having characters that are visual distinct (col. 8, 
lines 5-12). Watanabe et al. do not explicitly teach a second language having second 
language characters different from the first language characters, however, this 
limitations has been rejected as new matter within the above 112 1 st paragraph 
rejection); 

inputting said pseudo language characters into said application, and displaying 
said pseudo language characters (using multi byte English local, the developer can 
immediately test for problems and correct the software before the software is released, 
col. 8, lines 45-49). 

As to claims 2 and 8, Watanabe et al. teach said pseudo language characters 
are graphically similar to said first language characters so as to be recognizable in said 
stop of displaying (creating a multi byte locale for a single byte language, it is desirable 
to build in features which permit ready identification of errors, col. 8, lines 5-10). 

As to claim 3, Watanabe et al. teach translating each of said first language 
characters into a corresponding one of said pseudo language characters (creating a 
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multi byte language that represents a single byte U.S. ASCII character, col. 7, lines 67, 
and col. 8, lines 1-3). 

As to claim 4 and 10, Watanabe et al. teach providing a lookup table such that 
said first language characters can be used to reference said pseudo language 
characters (language tables for mapping the single byte characters into multi byte 
characters, col. 5, lines 51-55, and 60-63). 

As to claims 5 and 9, Watanabe et al. teach the first language is comprised of 
U.S. English characters (a U.S. ASCII English locale, col. 7, lines 54). 

As to claims 6 andl 1 , Watanabe et al. teach said inputting further comprises 
utilizing a keyboard (a keyboard is also available as an input, col. 9, lines 9-10). 

As to claim 12, Watanabe et al. teach: 

a method for testing multibyte character data in an application (testing of the 
multi-byte functionality of a program, col. 7, lines 55-57); 

inputting single byte data in a first language having first language characters 
(keyboard for inputting a single language, the language having English characters, col. 
9, line 8, col. 7, line 52-55); 

translating said single byte data into a pseudo character represented by a 
plurality of bytes in a pseudo language, the pseudo language graphically recognizable 



Application/Control Number: 09/737,456 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2654 

as both a fist language character and a second language character different from the 
first language characters (for the input data, creating a multi byte locale for a single byte 
language, (col. 8, lines 5-6), recognizable as both being the first language and the multi 
byte pseudo language characters, having characters that are visual distinct (col. 8, lines 
5-12). Watanabe et al. do not explicitly teach a second language having second 
language characters different from the first language characters, however, this 
limitations has been rejected as new matter within the above 1 12 1 st paragraph 
rejection); 

utilizing said pseudo character in said application (using the multibyte English 
locale to test for problems in the program, col. 8, lines 45-49). 

As to claim 13, Watanabe et al. teach displaying said pseudo character using 
said application (display of multibyte character, col. 8, line 10). 

As to claim 15, Watanabe et al. teach the first language comprises U.S. English 
(language is English, col. 8 lines 1-2). 

As to claim 16, Watanabe et al. teach inputting a string of first language 
characters wherein each of said first language characters are representable with a 
single byte (first language is a single byte language, col. 7, lines 52-53). 
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As to claim 17, Watanabe et al. teach utilizing a keyboard for said step of 
inputting, (keyboard for input, col. 9, lines 9-10). 

As to claim 18, Watanabe et al. teach providing a lookup table such that said first 
language characters can be used to reference said pseudo language characters 
(language tables for mapping the single byte characters into multi byte characters, col. 
5, lines 51-55, and 60-63). 

As to claim 19, Watanabe et al. teach: 

a program storage device embodying a program of instructions executable by the 
machine to perform a method for testing a multibyte character data in an application 
(program information for controlling the computer to enable the computer to perform its 
testing and development function in accordance with the invention, (col. 9, lines 30-34). 

inputting single byte data in a first language having first language characters 
(keyboard for inputting a single language, the language having English characters, col. 
9, line 8, col. 7, line 52-55); 

translating said single byte data into a pseudo character represented by a 
plurality of bytes in a pseudo language, the pseudo character graphically recognizable 
as both the first language character and a second language character different from the 
first language characters (for the input data, creating a multi byte locale for a single byte 
language, (col. 8, lines 5-6), recognizable as both being the first language and the multi 
byte pseudo language characters, having characters that are visual distinct (col. 8, lines 
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5-12). Watanabe et al. do not explicitly teach a second language having second 
language characters different from the first language characters, however, this 
limitations has been rejected as new matter within the above 112 1 st paragraph 
rejection); and 

utilizing said pseudo character in said application (using the multibyte English 
locale to test for problems in the program, col. 8, lines 45-49). 

As to claim 20, Watanabe et al. teach displaying said pseudo character using 
said application (display of multibyte character, col. 8, line 10). 

As to claim 22, Watanabe et al. teach the first language comprises U.S. English 
(language is English, col. 8 lines 1-2). 

As to claim 23, Watanabe et al. teach inputting a string of first language 
characters wherein each of said first language characters are representable with a 
single byte (first language is a single byte language, col. 7, lines 52-53). 

As to claim 24, Watanabe et al. teach utilizing a keyboard for said step of 
inputting, (keyboard for input, col. 9, lines 9-10). 

As to claim 25, Watanabe et al. teach providing a lookup table such that said first 
language characters can be used to reference said pseudo language characters 
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(language tables for mapping the single byte characters into multi byte characters, col. 
5, lines 51-55, and 60-63). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas E. Shortledge whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7612. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571)272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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